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Remarks 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the careful consideration given this 
application. Reconsideration of this application is requested in view of the above 
amendments and the following remarks. 

Claims 1-20 are now pending in this application, of which Claims 1 and 17 are 
independent claims. Claims 1 and 3-20 have been amended to correct minor errors, to 
change to preferred wordings, and/or to clarify the claim language. 

At pages 2-7, the Office Action rejects Claims 1-20 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Karagiannis (U.S. Patent No. 6,925,075; hereinafter referred to as 
"the '075 patent"). These rejections are respectfully traversed for at least the following 
reasons. 

Among other things, Claim 1 recites that the first bearer setup request generator is 
"to provide the first application-level bearer setup request to a transport-level entity," and 
similarly, Claim 17 recites, "providing the first application-level bearer setup request, 
generated during said selectably generating, to a transport-level entity." The Office 
Action asserts that the '075 patent at col. 6, lines 14-45 discloses this (as well as all other 
limitations of these claims). This portion of the '075 patent discusses Fig. 3 of the '075 
patent, describing the flow of Resource Reservation Protocol (RSVP) messages among 
nodes of a network to establish a path for routing packets between communicating nodes 
(a mobile node 102 and a correspondent host 108). As discussed at col. 6, lines 23-31, 
"correspondent host 108 sends an RSVP PATH message 302 to a home address of mobile 
node 102, which address is the IP address of the home agent 106." This passage then 
goes on to discuss how "the home agent 106 encapsulates the message 302 and sends an 
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encapsulated RSVP PATH message 304 to the foreign agent 104." However, it is noted 
that nowhere in this passage is it discussed in which protocol layers these operations are 
performed. In fact, Applicant has been unable to locate any discussion in the '075 patent 
regarding the providing of an application-level bearer setup request to a transport-level 
entity, as claimed. 

It is further noted that both Claims 1 and 17 (and some of the dependent claims) 
refer to a "bearer manager." Applicant is unable to locate in the cited passages of the 
'075 patent, or anywhere else in the '075 patent, anything that corresponds to a bearer 
manager. 

For at least these reasons, it is respectfully submitted that Claims 1 and 17, as well 
as their dependent claims, Claims 2-16 and 18-20, are allowable over the cited reference. 

It is additionally noted that several features of the dependent claims could not be 
found anywhere in the '075 patent (for example, the use of an Authentication 
Authorization Accounting (AAA) entity or protocol). Such further deficiencies in the 
'075 patent provide further reasons why various dependent claims are allowable over the 
cited reference. 

Should the next Office Action indicate disagreement with the above and 
maintenance of these rejections (or new rejections), Applicant respectfully requests a 
more detailed discussion of how cited passages in the cited reference(s) correspond to 
claim elements and would be grateful for such future elucidation. 

Applicant may not have presented all possible arguments or have refuted the 
characterizations of either the claims or the prior art as found in the Office Action. 
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However, the lack of such arguments or refutations is not intended to act as a waiver of 
such arguments or as concurrence with such characterizations. 



11 



Applicant: ZHENG 
Application No.: 09/992,790 

Conclusion 

Applicant believes that the above amendments and remarks address all of the 
grounds for rejection and that the application is in condition for allowance. Applicant, 
therefore, respectfully requests prompt and favorable consideration of this Amendment 
and Reply and reconsideration of this application. 

If the Examiner believes, for any reason, that personal communication will 
expedite prosecution of this application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the 
undersigned at the number provided. 



Respectfully submitted, 
/Jeffrey W.Gluck/ 

Date: August 8, 2007 
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